Impact of severe chronic kidney disease on outcomes of infrainguinal peripheral arterial intervention  by Patel, Virendra I. et al.
From the New England Society for Vascular SurgeryFrom
G
Auth
Pres
fo
Rep
H
vp
The
to
m
0741
Cop
http
368Impact of severe chronic kidney disease on
outcomes of infrainguinal peripheral arterial
intervention
Virendra I. Patel, MD, MPH, Shankha Mukhopadhyay, MS, Julie M. Guest, BS,
Mark F. Conrad, MD, MSSc, Michael T. Watkins, MD, Christopher J. Kwolek, MD,
Glenn M. LaMuraglia, MD, and Richard P. Cambria, MD, Boston, Mass
Objective: Patients with severe chronic kidney disease (CKD) and peripheral vascular disease are at increased risk of major
adverse limb events (MALEs) and death; however, patients with end-stage renal disease have been excluded in current
objective performance goals. We evaluated the effect of severe (class 4 and 5) CKD on outcomes after infrainguinal
endovascular arterial interventions.
Methods: All primary peripheral vascular interventions (PVIs) performed at a single institution (January 2002 through
December 2009) were included. End points were deﬁned by Society for Vascular Surgery objective performance goals for
critical limb ischemia (CLI), which include all-cause mortality, reintervention, and composite end points of death or
amputation and MALEs (reintervention or amputation). Univariate and multivariable analysis was used to examine the
effect of severe CKD on study end points.
Results: A total of 879 PVIs were performed, with severe CKD in 125 (14%). Severe CKD patients were signiﬁcantly (P <
.05) more likely to have diabetes (64% vs 46%), CLI (72% vs 11%), and need a multilevel PVI (34% vs 19%) or tibial
intervention (35% vs 20%) compared with the remainder of the cohort. Distribution of TransAtlantic Inter-Society
Consensus C and D lesions were similar (19% severe CKD vs 15%; P [ .2). Severe CKD predicted perioperative (30-
day) reintervention (odds ratio [OR], 2.3; 95% conﬁdence interval [CI], 1.5-4; P [ .05), amputation or death (OR,
3.1; 95% CI, 1.1-9; P [ .04), and MALEs (OR, 2.8; 95% CI, 1.3-6.1; P [ .04), which was independent of CLI in
multivariable regression analysis. On Kaplan-Meier analysis, severe CKD was signiﬁcantly (log-rank P < .05) associated
with death (31% 6 4% vs 7% 6 1%), amputation (14% 6 3% vs 3% 6 1%), and MALEs (40% 6 5% vs 26% 6 2%) at 1 year.
Freedom from reintervention was similar at 1 year (70% 6 5% severe CKD vs 75% 6 2%; P [ .23). Risk-adjusted (age,
CLI, diabetes, coronary artery disease) Cox proportional hazards regression showed that severe CKD increased the risk of
late mortality (hazard ratio [HR], 2.4; 95% CI, 1.8-3.2; P < .01), amputation (HR, 2.1; 95% CI, 1.1-3.9; P[ .02), and
death or amputation (HR, 1.8; 95% CI, 1.3-2.4; P[ .04), without increasing the risk of late reinterventions or MALEs.
Conclusions: CKD independently predicts early and late adverse events after a PVI, in particular, excessive mortality.
CKD should ﬁgure prominently in clinical decision making for patients with peripheral vascular disease. (J Vasc Surg
2014;59:368-75.)Likely related to minimal morbidity and a lower
threshold to recommend intervention, there has been an
exponential growth in peripheral vascular interventions
(PVIs),1,2 yet performance standards for PVIs are lacking.
The Society for Vascular Surgery (SVS) recently established
objective performance goals (OPGs) for critical limb
ischemia (CLI) as benchmarks for clinical outcomes in
PVI trials for new devices.3 These OPGs were derived
based on expected outcomes for lower extremity arterialthe Division of Vascular and Endovascular Surgery, Massachusetts
eneral Hospital, Harvard Medical School.
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contemporary surgical bypass trials (Edifoligide for the
Prevention of Infrainguinal Vein Graft Failure [PREVENT
III],4 CIRCULASE,5 and Bypass vs Angioplasty in
Severe Ischemia of the Leg [BASIL]6). Although initially
developed as benchmarks for single-arm endovascular
device trials, these OPGs have and will continue to serve
as important clinical quality measures for patients under-
going lower extremity revascularizations, whether open
or endovascular.
Several high-risk factors were identiﬁed by the OPG
document. These high-risk clinical (age >80 years and
tissue loss), anatomic (distal to below-knee popliteal
outﬂow), and conduit (lack of adequate length or diam-
eter [>3 mm] saphenous vein) features were associated
with reduced limb salvage or survival and therefore merit
careful consideration in clinical practice. However, the
SVS OPGs excluded patients with end-stage renal disease
(ESRD), which previous investigators have shown confers
a signiﬁcant survival disadvantage in patients with periph-
eral vascular disease (PVD) and associated comorbid-
ities.7-11 The goal of this study therefore was to evaluate
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operative and late outcomes after infrainguinal PVIs.
METHODS
Study design. This is a retrospective cohort study of
patients who underwent infrainguinal PVIs for PVD at
Massachusetts General Hospital from January 2002
through December 2009. The study outcome measures
included perioperative (30-day) and late death as the
primary end point. Secondary end points were amputation,
reintervention, and the composite OPG end points of
death or amputation and major adverse limb events
(MALEs) of reintervention or amputation. These end
points were chosen because the OPG investigators identi-
ﬁed them as key outcome measures to ensure durable
clinical efﬁcacy.
The composite end points emphasize consideration of
limb-speciﬁc and survival-related end points after PVIs.
Amputation was deﬁned as a below-knee or above-knee
amputation (loss of foot amputations) and therefore
excluded isolated toe amputations or partial foot amputa-
tions. Reinterventions were deﬁned as any open or endo-
vascular reintervention in the index limb independent of
the lesion treated. This deﬁnition varies from the OPG
guidelines, which deﬁne reinterventions as speciﬁc open
procedures for graft failure. Therefore, the threshold for
deﬁning a MALE by way of reintervention was markedly
lower in our study compared with the OPG guidelines,
thus increasing the risk of MALEs in our cohort.
Study population. Eligibility criteria for this study
were any adult patient undergoing primary percutaneous
intervention for infrainguinal PVD; patients undergoing
aortoiliac interventions were excluded. The speciﬁcs of
the percutaneous intervention regarding primary angio-
plasty or angioplasty and stenting were at the discretion
of the attending vascular surgeon or cardiologist. Patients
with clinically and radiologically conﬁrmed PVD were
enrolled and consented before the procedure.
Demographics, clinical features, and medical history
details recorded included indication for procedure (claudi-
cation, rest pain, or tissue loss), extent of arterial disease
(femoral-popliteal disease, tibial disease), medications
(Coumadin [Bristol-Myers Squibb, Princeton, NJ], lipid-
lowering agents, b-blockers) smoking history, hyperten-
sion, diabetes, and history of coronary artery disease
(CAD). CLI was deﬁned by indication as rest pain or tissue
loss (ulcer or gangrene) derived from patient presentation
or from operative notes. The extent of PVD was assessed
angiographically at the time of the intervention and catego-
rized using TransAtlantic Inter-Society Consensus (TASC)
Class12 A (focal disease) to D (extensive). The technical
procedural details were recorded.
The exposure variable of interest, severe CKD, deﬁned
as patients with CKD class 4 or 5, was derived from a
preliminary sensitivity analysis. The estimated glomerular
ﬁltration rate (eGFR) was calculated for each patient using
the Modiﬁed Diet in Renal Disease (MDRD) equation
[GFR ¼ 186.3  serum creatinine1.154  age0.203  1.212(if black)  0.742 (if female)]. Patients were assigned to
standard CKD classes13 based on eGFR values: CKD 1,
GFR >90 mL/min/1.73 m2; CKD 2 (mild), GFR of 60
to 89 mL/min/1.73 m2; CKD 3 (moderate), GFR of 30
to 59 mL/min/1.73 m2; CKD 4 (severe), GFR of 15 to
29 mL/min/1.73 m2; and CKD 5 (kidney failure),
GFR <15 mL/min/1.73 m2.
Baseline preoperative creatinine, age, sex, and race
were used to calculated eGFR and establish a CKD class
for all patients in our study. Patients were then stratiﬁed,
based on preliminary analysis, into two groups for compar-
ative analysis: those with severe CKD (class 4 and 5;
eGFR <30 mL/min/1.73 m2) vs those with lesser degrees
of CKD (eGFR $30 mL/min/1.73 m2).
Statistical analysis. Univariate analysis was performed
to compare baseline clinical and demographic features,
operative details, and perioperative outcomes. Continuous
variables are presented as mean value and 95% conﬁdence
intervals (CIs). Discrete variables are presented as number
of events and population percentages. Differences between
the CKD categories were evaluated using the Fisher exact
test for binomial outcome variables and the c2 test for
ordinal data. A Kaplan-Meier product limit estimator
curve was plotted to compare survival functions between
patients with severe CKD and those without severe CKD.
Observations were censored if patients survived or did not
require amputation at the last documented follow-up.
A multivariable risk-adjusted Cox proportional hazards
model was used to obtain hazard ratios (HRs), 95% CIs,
and P values for primary and secondary end points. The
proportional hazards assumption was assessed using
Schoenfeld residuals. Statistical analysis was performed
with SAS 9.2 software (SAS Institute, Cary, NC), and
signiﬁcance was deﬁned as a two-tailed P value of <.05.
RESULTS
We identiﬁed 879 patients (54% male), who were
a mean 6 standard deviation age of 71 6 11 years. CKD
was mild or normal (class 1 or 2) in 48% of the patients,
moderate (class 3) in 38%, and severe (class 4 or 5) in
14%. Sensitivity analysis to evaluate for a dose-dependent
effect of CKD showed an incremental increase in outcome
measures for patients with severe CKD compared with
patients with normal renal function, mild CKD, or
moderate CKD (Fig 1); therefore, severe CKD was chosen
as the exposure variable for our study.
Baseline characteristics of patients with and without
severe CKD are presented in Table I. By univariate analysis,
severe CKD was associated with a signiﬁcantly (P < .05)
higher proportion of diabetes, insulin use, and hemodialysis
dependence, and patients were more likely to present with
CLI (Table I). Patients with severe CKD had a similar
distribution of SVS high-risk criteria (age >80 years and
tissue loss) compared with patients without severe CKD
(14% severe CKD vs 11%; P ¼ .26).
Procedural details are presented in Table II. Patients
with severe CKD were more likely to undergo multilevel
interventions, which were driven by an increased frequency
Fig 1. Kaplan-Meier curves plot long-term survival in patients with mild, moderate, or severe chronic kidney disease
(CKD) undergoing peripheral vascular interventions (PVIs).
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ventions. Distribution of more extensive vascular disease
(TASC C and D) was similar in the two groups (19% severe
CKD vs 15%; P ¼ .2). Multivariable logistic regression
modeling showed that severe CKD was only an indepen-
dent predictor of perioperative reintervention, with no
associated increase in risk of death or major amputation
(Table III). All models adjusted for patient age, CLI, and
diabetes, and the mortality model also controlled for CAD.
At a mean follow-up of 32 6 21 months, 24% of the
patients had died, and 5% required major amputation.
Survival after percutaneous intervention was 90% 6 1%
at 1 year and 65% 6 2% at 5 years in all patients under-
going PVIs. Severe CKD was associated with statistically
(P < .001) lower late survival (Fig 2) yet higher major
amputation (Fig 3). CKD was not associated (P ¼ .23)
with increased late reinterventions at 1 year (70% 6 5%
severe CKD vs 75% 6 2%) and 3 years (62% 6 5% vs69%6 2%). Patients with severe CKD had a lower freedom
from the composite outcome of death or amputation (P <
.001) at 1 year (69% 6 4% vs 91% 6 1%) and 3 years
(54% 6 5% vs 76% 6 2%). Similarly, freedom from the
composite OPG end point of a MALE was lower (P ¼
.002) in patients with severe CKD at 1 year (60% 6 5%
vs 74% 6 2%) and 3 years (53% 6 6% vs 63 6 2%).
Multivariable Cox proportional hazards regression
models were performed to evaluate the risk-adjusted effect
of severe CKD on late outcomes. The risk-adjusted hazard
for death, adjusting for confounding by age, CLI, diabetes,
and CAD, was signiﬁcantly increased in patients with severe
CKD (HR, 2.4; 95% CI, 1.8-3.2; P < .001). Severe CKD
independently increased the risk of late amputation (HR,
2.1; 95% CI, 1.1-3.9; P ¼ .02) when controlling for CLI
and diabetes. Severe CKD was not a predictor of late rein-
tervention risk. For the composite OPG end points, severe
CKD predicted increased risk of death or amputation
Table II. Procedural details
Variable
CKD
P
Severe
(n ¼ 125)
No/mild/
moderate
(n ¼ 754)
Intervention
Multilevel, % 33.6 19.3 .0003
Femoral-popliteal, % 97.6 98.8 .287
Tibial, % 35.2 19.6 <.001
TASC C or D, % 19.4 15 .218
CKD,Chronic kidney disease;TASC,TransAtlantic Inter-SocietyConsensus.
Table I. Clinical and demographic features
Variable
CKD
P
Severe
(n ¼ 125)
No/mild/
moderate
(n ¼ 754)
Age, mean 6 SD, years 71.9 6 10 70.7 6 11 NS
Male sex, % 63.2 63.6 .93
Hypertension, % 95.1 94.4 .76
Diabetes, % 63.7 46.2 .003
Insulin, % 39.8 19.9 <.001
CAD, % 68.9 63.2 .23
Hemodialysis, % 54 NA <.001
Current smoker, % 9.6 21 .0038
Hypercholesterolemia, % 76.7 84 .048
CLI, % 71.8 29 <.001
SVS high risk,a % 14.4 11.1 .29
Coumadin,b % 74 83 .01
CAD, Coronary artery disease; CKD, chronic kidney disease; CLI, critical
limb ischemia; NA, not applicable; NS, not signiﬁcant; SD, standard devi-
ation; SVS, Society for Vascular Surgery.
aDeﬁned as age >80 years and CLI.
bBristol-Myers Squibb, Princeton, NJ.
Table III. Independent effect of severe chronic kidney
disease (CKD) on 30-day outcomes
Outcome OR (95% CI) P
Death 2.3 (0.6-9.3) .24
Reintervention 2.3 (1.01-5.4) .05a
Amputation 3.3 (0.7-15.1) .12
Amputation or death 3.1 (1.1-9) .04a
MALE (amputation or reintervention) 2.8 (1.3-6.1) .04a
CI, Conﬁdence interval; MALE, major adverse limb event; OR, odds ratio.
aStatistically signiﬁcant.
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risk of MALEs largely related to the absence of effect on late
reinterventions. Schoenfeld residuals for severe CKD resulted
in nonsigniﬁcant (>0.05) residual values for severe CKD in
each of the models, validating the proportional hazards
assumption inherent to Cox hazards regression modeling.DISCUSSION
This is the largest study to date evaluating the effect of
severe CKD on outcomes after PVIs for infrainguinal PVD.
Our ﬁndings are notable for the fact that severe CKD is an
important independent predictor of early and late adverse
events after PVIs. Our study showed no independent
effect of severe CKD on perioperative death or major
amputation. This ﬁnding is consistent with the literature,
as others have shown perioperative amputation and death
rates are similar in patients with and without ESRD under-
going lower extremity bypass.7-9 Owens et al9 showed no
signiﬁcant impact of CKD on perioperative mortality or
amputation rates in 456 patients treated with open revascu-
larization for CLI. Although our ﬁndings reﬂect the less
invasive nature of and the lower periprocedural risk of
PVI, Willenberg et al,10 in an analysis of 218 PVI proce-
dures performed in patients presenting with CLI, similarly
reported that severe CKD did not increase perioperative
death.
We observed an increased risk of early postoperative
reinterventions in patients with severe CKD. This may be
related to a higher disease burden, as evidenced by our
observation that patients with severe CKD were more likely
to require multilevel interventions as well as tibial interven-
tions. Several recent reports on tibial interventions in
patients with CLI and ESRD have noted diffuse calciﬁc
disease with pedal vessel involvement in almost two-
thirds of such patients.14,15 The smaller vessel size of tibial
vessels, more advanced disease at presentation in patients
with severe CKD, and an increase in vascular calcium depo-
sition associated with advanced kidney disease may have
contributed to the increased risk of intervention failure in
our series. Especially in our own practice, in which primary
balloon angioplasty of vascular lesions is the method of
choice and elective stenting (eg, for recalcitrant lesions,
residual stenosis >30%, or ﬂow-limiting dissections) is
only performed inw20% of patients.16 Our selective stent-
ing approach may have contributed to the increased need
for reintervention in patients with severe CKD in the
setting of heavily calciﬁed plaques or more diffuse disease
at presentation requiring further intervention. Whether
related to our practices, which can be overcome with
primary stenting, or intrinsic patient biology, our ﬁndings
suggest aggressive postoperative surveillance and medical
management in severe CKD patients.
In our cohort, severe CKD conferred a higher long-
term risk of major amputation without the additional risk
of reintervention beyond the perioperative period. Several
reports noted increased late amputation risk in patients
with advanced kidney disease.7-9,17 Owens et al9 observed
that 8% of patients with class 1 to 4 CKD required late
amputations, whereas patients with ESRD (CKD 5) had
a statistically higher amputation rate at 23%. These investi-
gators9 noted that almost half of the ESRD patients under-
went amputation despite patent bypass grafts. These
ﬁnding may be related to more advanced disease at presen-
tation, as we found severe CKD patients were more likely
Fig 2. Kaplan-Meier curves plot long-term survival by severity of chronic kidney disease (CKD).
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tissue loss has been shown to increase the risk of major
amputation. Ramdev et al,7 in the largest single-center
series of open surgical bypass in patients with ESRD, re-
ported that 52% of patients required amputation despite
patent grafts owing mainly to extensive heel gangrene
and tissue loss.
Recent data from the Vascular Study Group of New
England have further corroborated the independent effect
of ESRD on clinical failure and late limb events.18,19 These
data suggest that unmeasured factors, such as malnutrition,
poor wound healing, immunologic dysfunction, vasomotor
dysregulation, diffuse calciﬁc disease, advanced tissue loss,
or other CKD-related factors, contribute to clinical failure
and warrant further study.
Another possibility to consider is that none of these
studies, including our own, had consistent and objective
follow-up protocols. We do not have a formal institutional
follow-up or decision analysis algorithm incorporating
hemodynamic measurements, duplex evaluation, and clin-
ical examination ﬁndings, as suggested by clinical practice
guidelines. Patients therefore underwent reintervention or
amputation at the discretion of the operating surgeon.
Clinical failure may have resulted from a lack ofhemodynamic improvement or loss of patency in addition
to the factors noted above and would not have been
detected given limitations in our follow-up. Use of a strin-
gent objective follow-up protocols may have may have led
to increased reintervention, reduced long-term amputation
risk, and most importantly, better discerned the cause of
clinical failure and warrants further study in this population.
The most striking disadvantage of severe CKD is that
of increased late death. The National Kidney Foundation
estimates the median survival of ESRD patients is
2.5 years.20 Our data suggest a similar late survival, with
a median survival of 2.6 years in patients with severe
CKD. Similar to our ﬁndings, patients with class 4 and 5
CKD had reduced late survival in two large cohorts under-
going open21 or endovascular revascularization.10 Many
groups have reported poor long-term survival in dialysis-
dependent patients after lower extremity bypass.7-9,21,22 A
recent meta-analysis23 of infrainguinal bypass in patients
with ESRD pooled outcomes from 28 studies. The pooled
data included 1027 patients with a 5-year survival rate of
28%, similar to our survival of 24%. Yet others have re-
ported a markedly worse survival. Ramdev et al7 reported
a dismal 5-year survival rate of 5% compared with 24% in
our series. This likely represents patient selection, because
Fig 3. Kaplan-Meier curves plot freedom from amputation by severity of chronic kidney disease (CKD). No events
were observed >2 years.
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tissue loss (100% vs 56%), and diabetes (92% vs 48%),
whereas our cohort also included patients with claudication.
It is clear from the literature and our data that severe
CKD confers a signiﬁcant survival disadvantage to patients.
In contrast, contemporary series of patients without kidney
disease treated for PVD report 5-year survival rates of
w50% to 60%.6,21,24 Results from the BASIL trial suggest
that in patients with reduced long-term survival
(w2 years), bypass-ﬁrst and angioplasty-ﬁrst approaches
to CLI are equally efﬁcacious. Recent survival modeling25
based on BASIL trial data suggested that elevated creati-
nine, tissue loss, older age (>70 years), and poor runoff
were independent predictors of death #2 years of random-
ization. In light of these ﬁndings and the markedly reduced
survival in patients with severe CKD, it is prudent to
suggest that the long-term survival of severe CKD patients
may be prohibitive to lower extremity revascularization by
any modality in very high-risk patients. Whether an open or
endovascular approach is considered in lower-risk patients
requires further study; however, clinical decisions to inter-
vene must take into consideration the higher risk of early
reintervention for PVI and the reduced late mortality andhigher long-term limb loss independent of revasculariza-
tion strategy.
Several limitations of our study need consideration, the
ﬁrst of which relates to our study design. We chose to
stratify patients into groups with and without severe
CKD. Given the graded effect seen of worsening CKD
on cardiovascular mortality,11 evaluating outcomes in all
CKD classes would have been ideal. Our study was under-
powered to detect a difference in ﬁve CKD strata. We
therefore deﬁned our threshold of severe CKD based on
preliminary analyses that suggested long-term outcomes
were reduced only in class 4 and 5 CKD. In the largest
publication to date on the effect of CKD after lower
extremity bypass, O’Hare et al17 stratiﬁed Veterans
Affairs-National Surgical Quality Improvement Program
patients by severity of CKD into mild, moderate, severe,
and ESRD. In their study of 9932 patients undergoing
lower extremity arterial revascularization, multivariable
analysis supported a threshold severity because only
ESRD (CKD 5) conferred an independent risk of late
amputation. This was also suggested by Owens et al,18
who found that an eGFR threshold of <30 mL/min/
1.73 m2 (class 4 and 5 CKD) deﬁned patients at highest
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gested similar long-term outcomes in patients with
normal/mild (class 1 and 2) or moderate (class 3) CKD.
Another limitation of our study includes the retrospec-
tive nature of the study leading to potential observational
and selection biases. Important predictors of perioperative
and late outcomes, such as the urgency, the degree and
severity of tissue loss, and infection severity, were not eval-
uated and might have affected results and conclusions. It is
likely, given the profound effect of severe CKD on late
outcomes, that inclusion of such details would have
provided for more granular risk adjustment. The indica-
tions for intervention, variable preoperative workup, inter-
ventional technique, variable follow-up protocols, and the
timing and indication for major amputation were at the
discretion of the operating surgeon in the context of
routine medical care. These factors might have affected
periprocedural reintervention and late amputation rates,
however, without driving the outcomes in a speciﬁc direc-
tion for cause bias.
Other observational biases inherent to our study relate
to our tertiary medical center. Our cohort consisted of
patients referred into our system who might have under-
gone late follow-up with their referring physicians;
indeed, 40 patients (4.5%) were lost after the procedure
and 90 (10%) were monitored for <1 year. Because our
exposure of analysis was CKD severity, it is plausible
that severe CKD patients, who are generally sicker, may
have decided to follow-up locally. As a result, our late
reintervention and amputation rates might be higher
than those reported here. Patients lost to follow-up
were likely to have amputation risk of 7% to 20% long-
term based on the patients followed up at our institution.
Inclusion of 5 to 20 more amputations for late follow-up
would have added to the power of our Cox modeling but
not likely affected study conclusions. Our primary
outcome measure of perioperative and late mortality was
not subject to such observational bias, because all
mortality data were veriﬁed using the Social Security
Death Index, which remains reliable and valid indepen-
dent of location or cause of death (>99% survival
follow-up; n ¼ 877).
Given that all of our patients were included after a PVI
for infrainguinal PVD, there is an inherent selection bias in
our study. Patients with worse comorbidities, diminished
functional status, more advanced disease, and poor overall
prognosis may not have been referred for intervention;
obviously, those treated with primary amputation were
not considered. It is difﬁcult to speculate what the results
would have been if all eligible patients with severe CKD
and infrainguinal PVD underwent PVIs; however, the
direction of bias would likely be away from the null.
Despite these limitations, ours is the largest series to date
reporting on the effect of CKD after PVIs for infrainguinal
disease. Furthermore the study was likely adequately pow-
ered to detect the differences reported because outcomes
were fairly evenly distributed in sufﬁcient numbers across
the study groups.CONCLUSIONS
Our data concur with contemporary literature high-
lighting a strong negative impact of severe CKD in the
postoperative period (reintervention) and on late follow-
up (amputation, death, and death/amputation) after
infrainguinal PVIs. This risk is independent of age and clin-
ical presentation. Our study shows that even with inclusion
of patients with less advanced PVD (w30% claudicant
patients), severe CKD patients do not meet 1-year OPG
targets11 for survival (80% OPG vs 69% severe CKD in
our data). The presently reported rate of 69% would also
likely have been much lower had our cohort consisted
comprised completely of patients with rest pain or tissue
loss because CLI is also a major independent predictor26,27
of late mortality.
These ﬁndings suggest that presence of severe CKD
should be considered an important independent clinical
risk factor for, in particular, late adverse events. Further-
more, current guidelines, as deﬁned by the SVS OPGs,
may benchmark survival outcomes at levels unattainable
in patients with severe CKD.
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